[No. 26] 


FULL COMMITTEE HEARINGS ON H. R. 2871, H. R. 2331, H. R. 4214, 
S. 1529, S. 1544, AND H. R. 5637 


or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, June 10, 1958. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Dewey Short, chair- 
man of the committee, presiding. 

The Cuarrman. The full committee will please be in order. 

The Chair first would like to express his appreciation now for the 
very thorough, painstaking, patient, and persevering manner in which 
our colleague from Michigan, Mr. Shafer, with the able assistance of 
counsel, Mr. Blandford, has conducted these hearings on the disposal 
of the synthetic rubber plants. 

They will report to the full committee in due time and we trust we 
can get the legislation enacted at an early date and get out of here by 
the Ist of August. 

w, this morning, members of the committee, Mr. Johnson has 
fives bis, toeteport, Mr. Cunningham has several subcommittee 
re tyes acqisitions and disposals, and we have a little hearing on 
a feed ss All. 

t beforegye take them up in open session, I am constrained to go 
in@® exeautivepession here for a brief hearing on H. R. 5527. I don’t 
think it_will take us long to dispose of this particular measure. There 
alffsoni@hi confidential aspects connected with it and we want to 
digpose of th&, and then we will go into open session. 

r. VinsdN. Mr. Chairman, before you start this, I read in the 
record this morning the only bill before the House today was the 
survivors benefit; is that correct? 

The CrarrMan. I think that is the only thing to come up. 

Mr. Kitpay. (Aside) 

(The committee proceeded in executive session to a consideration of 
H. R. 5527.) 

H. R. 2871 

(After executive session. ) 

The CuarrmMan. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. Johnson, chairman of Subcommittee No. 3, has five bills, I 
think, to report. So let’s go through them as quick as we can. 

Mr. Jounson. The first one is a bill introduced by the chairman. 

Mr. Vinson. What is the number? 

Mr. Jounson. It is 2871. 

(H. R. 2871, 83d Cong., Ist sess.] 
A BILL To authorize the retirement of non-Regular officers of the Army and Air Force having more than 


— years active Federal service under the same conditions presently provided for such officers having 
less than thirty years service, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That that portion of section 5 of the Act of July 
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31, 1935 (49 Stat. 507), as amended, which was amended by section 202 of the 
Army and Air Force Vitalization and Retirement Equalization Act of 1948 
(62 Stat. 1081, 1084), is amended by striking out the words “or more than thirty’’. 

Src. 2. This Act shall be effective on the first day of the first calendar month 
after the date of enactment of this Act. 

Mr. Jounson. In Public Law 810, there was a clause in the law 
that if the man served over 30 yéars—as you know, that is the bill 
that provides retirement for Reserves. Then he had to wait until he 
was 60 to be retired. 

The purpose of this bill is to provide that a man may be retired and 
not wait until he is 60 years of age. That is a very brief statement of 
it. I have a longer one. 

Mr. Vinson. After how many years? 

The CHairMan. Thirty. 

Mr. Jounson. After 20 years of service 

Mr. Bennett. Thirty years. 

Mr. Jounson. I mean 30 years of service. There are about 300 
Reserve officers presently on active duty who have more than 30 years 
of active service. 

Mr. Vinson. Then he can retire after 30 years’ service, irrespective 
of his age? 

Mr. Jounson. That is right. 

Mr. Vrnson. And that is the only change? 

Mr. Jonson. That is the only change. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, it is really a defect in the law and 
this amendment is designed to correct it. 

Mr. Durnam. How much additional cost? It will take care of how 
many men? 

Mr. Bennett. Why do you call it a defect? 

Mr. Jounson. The estimated cost—150 of these officers would re- 
tire, with a resulting cost of approximately $155,000 to retired pay 
appropriations in the last quarter of the year. 

he CuarrmMan. Well, I don’t like it. 

Mr. Bennetr. Why do you call it a defect? Is it inequality 
between people? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Yes, it represented an inequity between the 
Regular and the Reserve, or the non-Regular, as they call it. Frankly, 
if we had known it, I doubt if we would have left it in there. 

Mr. Vinson. What is wrong with the present law, Mr. Chairman? 
The present law is he retires after he reaches an age limit and now he 
retires after so much service. Now what is the trouble with the 
theory of retirement on an age limit? 

Mr. Jonunson. The point is that in this case these men have served 
30 full years. They are entitled to be retired ordinarily, but the kink 
in that law compels them to wait until they are sixty, like the Regular 
Reserve officer must wait. 

Mr. Vinson. Now may I say, Mr. Johnson, we have a kink, you 
can call it a kink, that a man doesn’t draw his congressional retirement 
until he reaches 62 years of age. 

The CHarrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Vinson. Now we often times have that. Unless there is some 
— valid reason, I dont’ see why you should put it upon a different 

Asis, 

Mr. Coir. What you say is true with respect to all civil employees 

of Government. 
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Mr. Vinson. Certainty. 

Mr. Cots, No matter how long they served. They can’t draw 
retired pay until they reach a certain age. 

Mr. Suarer. If you pass this bill, you will be loaded with cases by 
every department. 

Mr. Ducanper. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Ducanper. Title 2 provides that a person is entitled to be 
retired when he has served 20, but not more than 30 years. Con- 
sequently, you have that ‘not more than 30.’ These 300 officers 
have slipped over the 30 vears and because they have served more 
than 30 years, yo see, they can’t be retired. 

Mr. Cour. Then it doesn’t have anything to do with not having 
reached the age of 60. 

Mr. Ducanper. No, sir. 

Mr. Cots. Then, that is an entirely different thing. 

Mr. Kitpay. There is this involved, in ignoring some of the dis- 
cussion here. A Regular officer is entitled to retire voluntarily at 
full retirement when he completes 30 vears. 

Mr. Jounson. That ts right. 

Mr. Kitpay. No matter how old he is. General Erskine, about 
whom we just heard, is now 56. 

But then he is forced to retire at various ages—a colonel at 60, 
and then a brigadier at 62, and a major general at 64, or something 
the equivalent of that. 

But this provision that is being relieved here makes a distinetion 
between a Reserve and Regular in that the Reserve at 30-—-he may 
leave active duty but he doesn’t bet paid. Suppose he is, as General 
Erskine, 56. He has to wait 6 vears before he can draw his retired 
pay. 

Whereas, if he had been a Regular and he completes 30, he could 
retire and immediately draw his retired pay. 

Mr. Jounson. That is it. 

Mr. Ducanprer. And these are people who have had their 30 years 
on active duty, vou see. 

Mr. Kiipay. understand. 

Mr. Ducanper. These are all active duty people. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Mr. Vinson. That makes a different situation. 

Mr. Smart. Of course, it does. 

Mr. Bennett. Why isn’t the Navy included? 

Mr. Ducanper. Naval reservists retire under another law. 

Mr. Bennett. The Navy is not mentioned here. 

Mr. Ducanper. No, sir. This does not pertain to the Navy. 
The Army and Air Force is in a separate law. 

Mr. Bennerr. After we pass this law, is a Navy officer going to be 
in the same position as an Air Force officer? If we pass 2871, is the 
Navy man going to be the same as an Air Force man? 

Mr. Ducanpemr. Yes, sir; as far as retiring after 30 years is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. Rivers. All Reserves. 

Mr. Ducanper. Exactly the same. 

Mr. Coxe. Do I understand correctly that under the present pro- 
vision of law, a Reserve who has served more than 30 years of service 
is not eligible for retirement? 
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Mr. Ducanper. He is not under title 2 of the law. 

Mr. Cote. He is not eligible for retirement if he served more than 
30 years? 

Mr. Smart. That is right. 

Mr. Ducanper. That is right. Except, Mr. Cole, he could wait 
until age 60 and retire under title 3. 

Mr. Bennett. If he served 29 years, he could retire—— 

Mr. Ducanper. Under title 3, if he waited until age 60. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I move the bill be favorably reported. 

The Cuarrman. All in favor; aye. Opposed; no. 

The bill is reported favorably. 


H. R. 2331 


Mr. Jounson. Now we will consider 2331. 
This bill is a bill introduced by the chairman. 
(The bill referred to is as follows:) 


R, 2331, 83d Cong., Ist sess.] 
A BILL To repeal section 205 (b) of the Armed Forces Reserve Act of 1952 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That section 205 (b) of the Armed Forces Reserve 
Act of 1952 (66 Stat. 481, 483), is hereby repealed. 

Mr. Jounson. It provides that the limitation on the number of the 
Armed Forces Reserve Act, as prescribed in 1952, is repealed. 

The testimony showed that this limitation was unworkable and 
after listening to the witnesses we agreed with them and think the bill 
— to be passed. 
ae r. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask if this is a Department 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Unanimously reported by the subcommittee? 

Mr. Jounson. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. What is the limitation? 

Mr. Jounson. It was 1,500,000. We took the limitation off and 
have no limitation, except by the appropriations. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. As background information, the bill that we re- 
ported out and sent to the floor of the House, and the bill which <— 
the House contained no limitation. I am now speaking of the ed 
Forces Reserve Act of 1952. 

But in conference, in order to meet the criticism of the Senate, we 
just arbitrarily agreed on the figure of a million and a half. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. The Departments have been in violation of the 
existing law, because they have more than a million and a half Re- 
serves. 

The Cuarrman. They are in violation now. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. And this is to legitimatize them, that is all. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That is right. 
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The Cuarrman. Any objection? 


(No response.) 
The Cuarrman. Without objection, the bill is reported; 


(H. R. 4214, 83d Cong., Ist sess.] 


A BILL To continue the effect of the statutory ae mage relating to the deposit of savings for members 
of the Army and Air Force, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Act of December 18, 1942 (56 Stat. 1057), 
as extended by the Emergency Powers Continuation Act (66 Stat. 330), is amended 


P (1) ‘a aay out “, but shall be forfeited by desertion” appearing in section 1 
ereof; 

(2) amending section 3 thereof to read: 

“Src. 3. The amendments herein provided by sections 1 and 2 shall be effective 
until Juty 1, 1954.’’; and 

(3) adding at the end thereof the following new section: 

“Src. 4. (a) Section 1305 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, is amended 
by striking out ‘, but shall be forfeited by desertion’. 

“(b) The Act of February 9, 1889 (ch. 119, 25 Stat. 657), is hereby amended 
by striking out ‘, but shall be forfeited by desertion’. 

“(c) The proviso to section 2 of the Act of June 15, 1943 (ch. 125, 57 Stat. 152), 
is hereby repealed.” 


H. R. 4214 


Mr. Jounson. H. R. 4214 is a very interesting bill. 

Mr. Vinson. Is it a department bill? 

Mr. Jounson, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Smarr. It is. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. The purpose of this bill is to extend a temporary law 
concerning the deposits for members of the Army and Air Force 
until July 1, 1953. The temporary law was enacted in 1942, was 
extended by the Emergency Powers Act until April 1, 1953, and was 
then further extended by Public Law 12 of the 83d Congress until 
July 1, 1953. 

Unless H. R. 4214 is enacted prior to that date, the temporary law 
of 1942 will expire and the Army and Air Force would be required 
to be governed by permanent legislation. 

The permanent law provides that any enlisted man of the Army 
may deposit savings in the sum of not less than $5 with a finance 
officer and he can only withdraw such savings when he is discharged 

At such time, if the savings have been on deposit for a period of 
6 months or longer, the savings are returned to him, together with 
4 percent per annum interest. 

he permanent law also required that the savings would be for- 
feited if the enlisted man deserted. 

In 1942, the permanent law was amended by a temporary statute 
expiring on July 1, 1953, which gave the Secretary of the Army and 
Air Force the authority to repay savings deposits prior to the enlisted 
man’s final discharge. 

The temporary amending statute was enacted because under certain 
circumstances when an emergency arises, it may be necessary for an 
enlisted man to withdraw his deposits. Many times the health and 
welfare of. the service member or his family could be jeopardized if the 
money could not be withdrawn immediately. 
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This bill will extend this temporary authority until July 1, 1954. 

In the interim, a complete study is being made by the Department 
with the object of proposing new permanent uniform legislation to 
the Congress concerning savings deposits. 
_ The bill also would amend both the temporary and permanent law 
not only for the Army and Air Force, but for the Navy as well, 
whereby the savings deposits must be forfeited by desertion of the 
saving member. 

The argument is that the savings fund should be continued in the 
same light as a bank account and not be considered subject to for- 
feiture. 

Further, it is argued that the forfeiture provision should be repealed 
because such provision deprives a service member’s family of material 
things and is not consistent with the American principle of justice. 

The Navy is not included in this extension because the temporary 
act of 1942 did not apply to the Navy. 

The Navy has its own permanent law which provides that a person 
could only withdraw his savings upon his discharge. The Navy is 
not urging it should included in H. R. 4214, inasmuch as the Depart- 
ment of Defense has the entire matter under study and will propose 
a uniform permanent statute prior to July 1, 1954. 

The committee may be interested in some figures which were given 
to the subcommittee concerning the enlisted men’s savings. As of 
May 1, 1953, 325,008 persons are depositors. The average deposit 
is $195. The largest deposit in the Army is $29,800; in the Navy, 
$30,094; in the Marine Corps, $21,435, with no figures given for the 
Air Force. 

The total amount now on deposit in savings—the total amount of 
all the forces—is $63,257,208. 

The enactment of this legislation would involve the expenditure of 
no additional Federal funds. This is a department bill. The Bureau 
of the Budget interposes no objection and the subcommittee unani- 
mously recommended its approval. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The CuatrMan. Very interesting figures. I am glad that we are 
working on it and will bring in uniform permanent legislation which 
I think is very much needed. 

Is there any objection to this bill? 

Mr. Harpy. I would like to ask one question. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. In the very last sentence of your bill you refer to the 
repealing of the proviso of section 2. What does that proviso do? 
I would just like to know. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. That is the desertion. 

Mr. Jonnson. Oh, that is about desertion. 

Mr. Harpy. You have desertion all through your others, but is 
that the same thing? 

Mr. Jonnson. Let’s see. 

Mr. Ducanper. The last proviso? 

Mr. Van Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. On page 2. 

Mr. Ducanper. That proviso reads as follows: 


That savings deposits forfeited by desertion shall be deposited into the Treasury 
of the United States as miscellaneous receipts. 
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Mr. Harpy. That is all I want to know. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. I think that really protects the man’s savings, and 
more, protects his family than anyone else. 

Mr. Bennett. I would like to ask one thing about it. It is not in 
opposition to the legislation at all. It seems to me, if you are paying 
4 percent on this money and the Government is not making any money 
on it, there ought to be some limit on how much a man could deposit, 

If he deposited $30,000 at 4 percent, that is a pretty good invest- 
ment. I don’t see any reason why the Federal Government should 
make that kind of a payment of interest to an individual person. 

Mr. Coie. I agree with you. That is a subject that should be 
taken up when we consider the new law. 

The CHatrMan. Yes, sir; the permanent law. 

Mr. Van Zanpot. Mr. Chairman, that $30,000 represents a lot of 
time in the military. 

Mr. Bennerv. It might be an inheritance, couldn’t it? It could 
be anything. You could make a deposit vourself there. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, the bill is reported. 


S. 1529 


The Cuatrman. The next bill is S. 1529. 
(The bill referred to is as follows:) 


(S. 1529, 88d Cong., Ist sess.] 


AN ACT To amend the Act of July 28, 1942 (ch. 528, 56 Stat. 722), relating to posthumous appointments 
and commissions, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Act of July 28, 1942 (ch. 528, 56 Stat. 
722), is amended as follows: ; 

(a) By deleting the words ‘‘Secretary of War or the Secretary of the Navy”, 
and the words ‘Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy’’ wherever they 
appear therein and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘appropriate Secretary”’; 

(b) By deleting the words “in the military or naval service’? wherever they 
appear therein and inserting in lieu thereof the words “‘in the military service’’; 

(ec) By deleting the words ‘‘War or Navy Department’’ wherever they appear 
therein and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘military department concerned”; 

(d) By deleting the words ‘‘be, and they are hereby, severally” in seetion 4 
and inserting in lieu thereof the word “‘is’’; and 

(e) By renumbering section 5 as “Sec. 6” and inserting immediately after 
section 4 a new section 5 as follows: 

“Sec. 5. For the purposes of this Act, in any case where the date of death is 
established or determined under the Missing Persons Act, as amended, the date 
of death is the date of receipt by the head of the department concerned of evi- 
dence that the person is dead, or the date the finding of death is made under 
section 5 of that Act, as amended.” 

Sec. 2. This amendatory Act is effective June 25, 1950. 

Passed the Senate May 6, 1953. 

Attest: J. Marx Trice, Secretary. 

The CHarrMAN. That relates to the posthumous appointments 
and commissions. 

Mr. Jounson. Well, we brought that bill back here. I don’t 
know whether to read this long statement which gives the facts, but 
that is a case where we want—if men were promoted and they were 
found to be dead at the time the promotion was made, the law is 
that they can’t accept the commission. 

We feel that in justice to the heirs of this man, when the agency, 
whatever department it was, promoted him—if he is killed or dies 
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we should not be in a position to go and ask that widow or that 
mother to say ‘Well, this boy didn’t earn this promotion, we will 
have to reduce him down to the next lower rank.” 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I just ask him a question? 

Mr. Jounson. It is just a humanitarian bill. 

Mr. Vinson. How many cases do you have in mind that the De- 
partment advised you? 

Mr. Jounson. We didn’t get any. 

Mr. DucanpEr. We have a witness right here from the Depart- 
ment who can tell you. 

Colonel Mitchell. 

Colonel Mircuety. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ducanpver. Did you hear Mr. Vinson’s question? How 
many cases do you now have in a missing-persons status? 

Mr. Vinson. That the bill would apply to. 

Colonel Mrircnety. Well, in April we had about 10,000 people 
missing in action. However, Mr. Vinson, the posthumous promotions 
since Korea have been averaging about 4 a month and there have 
been about 200 under the law. 

So the effect of this won’t be in large figures. 

Mr. Duruam. Didn’t we pass the measure last year or 2 years ago? 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I move the bill be favorably reported. 

Mr. Coie. Let me inquire what added cost it will entail. 

Colonel Mircue tt. Sir, this bill will entail no cost, sir; accordin 
to our lawyers who have researched the effect of this legislation on a 
others, and they have given a legal opinion to the Depkrtitiont of 
Defense that there will be no additional cost. 

Mr: Coxe. This has only to do with the rank of the individual. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Cots. It has nothing to do with the veterans benefits that might 
be available to his dependents. 

Colonel Mircue.y. No, sir. If you don’t mind my explaining, I 
think I know what is in your mind, sir. I will make an attempt to 
explain here. This bill will only affect a very few people. Even the 
1948 figure that I mentioned to Mr. Vinson has been averaging since 
Korea—the bill will affect only a few. Because the way it stands 
now: If an officer or enlisted man is promoted, actually by order, — 
later it was determined that he was dead at the time that he was 
moted, then the promotion, the actual promotion is illegal. a 
ever—-— 

Mr. Cote. Is what? 

Colonel Mircue t. Is illegal. You can’t promote a deceased person 
except under the present posthumous promotion law. 

Now, if the man had already been recommended for promotion prior 
to the time he was dead or he was being considered, in the case of an 
officer, for promotion, why, that promotion can go through—the man 
can be awarded a posthumous promotion in lieu of the other. 

That is what we are doing now, sir. 

However, in the event of a few, a very few individuals, where the 
individual was not recommended for promotion or was not being 
considered by a board for promotion, under the current law you can’t 
award him a posthumous promotion at all, because ‘the * daw ide 
the present law says that he has to be recommended or be br er 
consideration, or words to that effect. 
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Therefore, the actual effect of this new legislation on the whole is 
very minor, sir. But it does protect—I mean—I don’t know how 
you would say it. It is easier to the bereaved families. For instance, 
under the new law we can just say nothing. We consider the promo- 
tion a posthumous promotion. We have to say nothing to the fam- 
ilies. In the event the man were not recommended, this date of 
death for these purposes alone, or in purpose alone, is that they receive 
it. Therefore, everything is in order and the man receives a post- 
humous promotion. 

Mr. Jounson. Isn't this true, Colonel, that this simply avoids a 
situation where a man was promoted and not technically entitled to 
it under the old law, and then you have to go to the poor family and 
stir them up again and say ‘‘Your son didn’t get the promotion 
because he was dead at the time.” 

Colonel Mircue.y. That is right. 

Mr. Jonunson. And there is no cost to it at all. 

Colonel MircHe.u. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. That is the point I would like to pursue just a little 
bit, Mr. Chairman. I think this is good legislation. I think there is 
a lot of reasons for passing this legislation, but at the same time, | 
question very seriously whether that is an accurate statement, that 
there is no cost. My only purpose in commenting on it before was 
to try to find out what the additional cost would be, if anybody could 
give us an estimate on it. 

I thought we ought to know. 

Colonel Mrrcneuu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Now it would seem to me that there are two items of 
cost that might be invelved in this bill. 

Mr. Joxnnson. Well, could I read you an opinion of the Judge 
Advocate General—— 

Mr. Harpy. Just let me finish the points that I wanted to raise. 

Mr. Jounson. Certaimly. I thought you had finished it. 

Mr. Harpy. And then try to clear it up, if we can. 

Mr. Jounson. Excuse me. 

Mr. Harpy. Would not there be a limited cost involved in the 6 
months death gratuity? 

Colonel No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy, So that the 6 months death gratuity would be based 
on the pay of the individual before his promotion? 

Colonel Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, that hardly seems fair. But if that is the inter- 
pretation of it, that would fill up that angle. 

Colonel Mircney. Yes, sir, that is the law, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. One other question. With respect to a 
reservist, would not the increase in grade affect the survivors benefit 
under the Federal Employees Compensatian Act? 

Colonel Mirereni. Mr. Hardy, I am not familiar with that piece of 
legislation. However, | posed that question to our Judge Advocate 
General, sir, and they are of the opinion that effect of this bill on the 
legislation that you have in mind is nil. In other words, there will 
be no increased cost under that legislation. I do not know the legal 
reasons, sir, because I am not a lawyer, sir. However, | know—— 
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Mv. Harpy. A lot of the benefits are based on the pay of the grade 
of the individual. Bear in mind, | am not opposed to this legislation. 
I merely would like to have the record show what costs, if any—-— 

The Caarrman. I think Mr. Johnson has a statement—— 

Mr. Harpy. Would be involved. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Johnson has a statement from the Judge 
Advocate General. Let’s have it. 

Mr. Jounson. Could we read that now for the record? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Jounson. This is addressed to our chairman and dated the 
19th of May 1953. 
Reference is made to your letter of May 8, 1953, requesting my opinion as to 


whether the enactment of H. R. 4418, 83d Congress, ‘“‘to amend the Act of July 
28, 1942”’— 

and it gives the reference to the statute— 

“relating to posthumous appointments and commissions, and for other purposes”’ 
would result in increased benefit payments to survivors by reason of posthumous 
promotions affected by the proposed amendment. The proposed amendment 
would not disturb the text of the basic law presently contained in section 5 of the 
act. 

This specifically precludes any increase in benefit payments by virtue of a 
posthumous promotion affected under the act, but would merely renumber that 
section as section 6, as the proposed recognition of a fictitious date of promotion 
in the new section 5 is only for purposes of posthumous promotion act and it is 
my opinion that if the act is amended as proposed by H. R. 4418, promotions 
affected under the act will, as at present, afford no basis for increased benefit 
payments to survivors, 

That is signed by E. M. Brannon, major general, Judge Advocate 
General of the Army. 

The Cuarrman. And that House bill is the same as 8. 1529. 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, exactly. 

Mr. Harpy. That reference, however, is to the act which we are 
umending and is not a reference to the benefits payable under the 
Federal Employees’ Compensation Act, is that not correct? 

Mr. Jounson. Well, frankly, I don’t know what some of their 
references are. But as I read this, he says categorically that no 
law will be affected so as to give additional benefits. 

Mr. Harpy. I don’t want to be misunderstood. I am not even sure 
that if it would increase the payments under the FECA, it shouldn’t 
be done. But ! didn’t want the record to show that would be the 
effect of it. 

[am not sure how to satisfactorily answer it. However, | interpose 
no objection to the bill. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, the bill is reported. 


S. 1544 


The CHarmman. We have one more. [ think Mr. Smart has 
spent some time on this S. 1544, to repeal the authority to purchase 
discharge from the Army, Navy, and Air Force, 

Could vou explain it to the committee? 


[S. 1544, 83d Cong., Ist sess.] 


AN ACT To repeal the authority to purehase discharge from the Army, the Navy, the Air Force, and 
the Marine Corps 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That section 4 of the Aet of June 16, 1890 (26 


| 
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Stat. 158), and that part of the Act of March 3, 1893 (27 Stat. 717), which pro- 
vides ‘‘and in time of peace the President may in his discretion, and under such 
rules and upon such conditions as he may prescribe, permit any enlisted man 
to purchase his discharge from the Navy, or the Marine Corps, the amounts 
received therefrom to be covered into the Treasury,”’ are hereby repealed. 

Passed the Senate May 6, 1953. 

Attest: J. MARK TRICE, Secretary. 

Mr. Smarr. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Johnson’s subcommittee unani- 
mously reported this bill, which passed the Senate on May 6. Under 
an act of 1890, with reference to the Army, and by implication the 
Air Force, and under an act of 1893, with reference to the Navy and 
the Marine Corps, enlisted personnel were authorized to purchase 
their discharges at the discretion of the President. Such person had 
to pay certain sums of money, and things of that character. 

Under section 8 of the Universal Military Training and Service Act, 
persons liable for induction thereunder can’t avail themselves of these 
provisions. The two acts in question were placed in suspension by 
the Emergency Powers Continuation Act, enacted early in the war, 
which would have expired on April 1, except the Judiciary Committee 
brought out an extension which will expire on July 1, 1953. 

A couple of enlisted men down at Fort Sill, | think it was, applied 
to purchase their discharges on the Ist day of April, not knowing that 
the Congress had extended the act until July 1. It is very obviously 
a provision of law which is obsolete and, therefore, the services request 
that the laws by outright repealed. That is the story. 

The CHarrMan. Any questions? 

Mr. Jonnson. | move the bill be approved. 

Mr. Durnam. This repeals all that, doesn’t it? 

Mr. Vinson. Yes. 

The CaarrMan. It repeals it. 

Without objection, the bill is favorably reported. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, I just want to make one brief report, 
primarily for vour benefit. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Jounson. We are working on that band bill. We think we 
can work it out and bring you a bill pretty soon. 

The Cuarrman. I am sure that Mrs. St. George will appreciate it, 
and so will I. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, | would like to comment on that 
I have some people involved in that bill. | am very much interested 
that vou get a bill as quickly as possible. 

Mr. Coie. Mr. Chairman, | would like to comment on Me. 
Johnson's statement about-—- 

(Further statement off the record.) 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Wison. I notice H. R. 2781 is the first bill our colleagu 
Mr. Van Zandt, has ever been able to get through this committee. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. That is right. 

Mr. Winson. Yes, sir. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. That completes vour bills, does it, Mr. Johnson, 
this morning? 

Mr. Jounson. It does. 
The CuarrmMan. Well, thank you very much. 
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The Cuarrman. Mr. Cunningham has some reports to give us from 
his subcommittee on acquisitions and disposals. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. Mr. Chairman, I have just one report this 
morning. 

Your Real Estate and Construction Subcommittee met with the 
Senate Real Estate and Construction Subcommittee on June 5, 8, and 
9, to consider Army classified project No. 97, which involves almost 
$98 million worth of construction overseas. This construction was 
authorized by Public Law 534, 82d Congress, and an appropriation 
has been made. 

Your subcommittee’s consideration of this construction is pursuant 
to section 407 of the authorizing act, which requires clearance with 
the committee prior to the initiation of the program. 

After hearing extended testimony concerning this construction 
program and after considering in detail various items of construction 
proposed, your subcommittee recommends the approval of the pro- 
gram to the extent of $94,425,000, a reduction of $3,443,000. 

The committee was of the view that one item in the program, in 
the amount of 3.4 million, which, while possibly necessary, did not 
appear to be of such priority as to warrant its specific approval. 
Based on this belief, your subcommittee decided that the item could 
stand but the funds therefore must be found through deletions or 
reductions in scope of other parts of the program. It was decided 
also that prior to final approval of the program, the deletions and 
reductions in scope should be resubmitted to the committee in order 
that it might have an opportunity to indicate its agreement or 
disagreement with the conclusions reached by the Department. 

1 might say that what your subcommittee was concerned about 
was that the enlisted personnel not suffer by a deletion somewhere 
else to make up for our cut. 

Now this was up until yesterday evening. Following the meeting, 
the Senate subcommittee, in its executive session, decided to eliminate 
the 3.4-million item in its entirety. 

However, following that, last evening, Assistant Secretary of De- 
fense Nash and General Collins visited Senator Case, urging that the 
Senate action be reversed and that permission be granted to the 
Department to prosecute the program as planned, including the de- 
leted item, with the understanding that the change in the program 
made necessary in order to absorb the 3.4-million cut would be sub- 
mitted to each subcommittee, but only for review purposes and not 
as a condition precedent to approval of the program. 

Now this last paragraph is my own and subject to the approval of 
the members of the subcommittee here. I have not had the oppor- 
tunity to confer with Senator Case, chairman of the Senate subecom- 
mittee, but if the other members of the subcommittee have no objec- 
tions, it is my recommendation to you, Mr. Chairman, and the full 
committee, that the subcommittee be authorized to approve this 
program in the manner determined to be most advisable after further 
conference with the Senate subcommittee, 

Mr. Vinson. That is all right. I attended the hearing, Mr. Chair- 
‘man. I am perfectly willing—Mr. Cunningham understands our 
motion was to the effect that we would reduce the amount $3,400,000, 
but nevertheless, we approve the item referred to, and they would 
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have to find the 3 million, if they built them, out of some other 
money in the $97 million. 

The Cuarrman. It is included, not in excess? 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Now, the Senate, it is my understanding from your report, deleted 
the construction. 

Mr. CunninGHAM. Completely, that $3,400,000. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, then, after consultation with General Collins 
and Mr. Nash, what modification did they make? 

Mr. CunnineuHam. As I understand it, Senator Case is inclined to 
go along with their request that the reduction be kept, understandin 
that the changes in the program made necessary in order to absor 
the 3.4 million cut would be submitted to each subcommittee, but 
only for review purposes and not as a contingency for approval of 
the program. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, that is what we were driving at. 

Mr. Harpy. That is not what I was driving at. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. No, I don’t think all the subcommittee quite 
understood your remarks that way yesterday. 

Now possibly, Mr. Chairman, although we had made our decision 
yesterday, I could have reported on our subcommittee and stopped 
there. In view of the fact that we were meeting with the Senate 
committee and this contingency has arisen overnight and that there 
are officers here from overseas who might be held 10 days or 2 weeks, 
if this continued, Mr. Kelleher and I felt this report should be made 
to you today in this manner. 

The CHarrMan. I don’t know whether the full committee is ready 
to act on it. The present status is more or less up in the air. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr, Chairman, might I make a comment about that? 
I think actually we aren’t very far apart. It would seem to me 
that the suggestion which Mr. Cunningham has put in the last para- 
graph of his statement, that the full committee authorize the sub- 
committee to work this thing out with the Senate, migitt be a reason- 
able suggestion. 

If we were very far apart, I think the full committee would probably 
want to have more detail on it. But in view of the fact that actually 
the only real question that remains is a question as to whether the 
review will be ex post facto or before the construction is begun—— 

Mr. CunninGHam. That is right. We were of one mind yesterday 
in the subcommittee. This contingency has arisen. We might have 
to meet again and iron it out. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Vinson. It is all right with me. 

The CxHarrMan. Without objection, it is approved. We gladly 
grant you the authority. 

Mr. CunnincHam. That is all I have this morning, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Coxe. Mr. Chairman, in connection with the survivors benefit 
bill that is coming up this afternoon, two additional thoughts have 
been suggested since the committee reported the bill, and I would 
like the concurrence of the committee to offer these amendments as 
committee amendments. 

One of them would be to make available to prisoners of war the 
right of election and the other would be to add a fifth right of election, 
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to permit an individual to take a reduced annuity in order to protect 
a dependent child beyond the age of 18 years, if such child is mentally 
or physically incapacitated. 

As it is now, as you will recall, the child must go off at 18. 

The Cuarrman. I think those are good amendments, myself. 

Mr. Vrnson. What do you think, Mr. Kilday? 

Mr. Kiipay. May I say as to the dependent child, just the fact of 
dependency would not be sufficient. 

Mr. Cour. Physically handicapped. 

Mr. Krupay. | believe in our pay bill, quarters allowance, and de- 
pendents allowance, we worked a long time there to take care of, say, 
ain child or a mentally defective child, or something of that 

ind. 

The CuarrMan. We have done it under our general pension laws. 

Mr. Kitpay. I think it is all right, if the language is worked out 
—- is clear that no good boy who refuses to work will be taken 
care of. 

Mr. Smart. I think that is very fully covered. It has been in Mr. 
Cole’s mind for some time. It has been worked out and been ex- 
sin at least, to Mr. Meyers who was an excellent actuarial witness 

efore the committee. 

The Cuarrman. And before the members leave, I would like to say 
to the members I hope—lI trust that members will be on the floor this 
afternoon. We anticipate no difficulty with this bill. I understand 
you only have 1 hour of general debate. 

Mr. Cole and Mr. Kilday are going to handle the legislation. We 
are hoping that we can finish it in time so that we can meet with the 
Senate in conference on the doctors draft law. 

I think we will finish it in time, if members are over on the floor 
promptly whe» we convene. 

Now we have another bill—I wish members would remain for just 
a few minutes. We can finish here quickly. We would like to have 
a little hearing on H. R. 5637. 


[H. R. 5637, 83d Cong. Ist sess.] 


A BILL To provide for the use of the American National Red Cross in aid of the Armed Forces, and for 
other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That, whenever the President shall find the coopera- 
tion and use of the American National Red Cross with the Armed Forces to be 
necessary, he is authorized to accept the assistance tendered by the said Red 
Cross, and to employ the same under the Armed Forces. The Secretary of Defense 
shall prescribe such rules and regulations as may be necessary for the implementa- 
tion of this Act. 

Src. 2. Whenever the said Red Cross cooperation and assistance with the Armed 
Forces shall have been accepted by the President, the personnel entering upon the 
duty specified in the first section of this Act may be transported while proceeding 
to their place of duty, while serving thereat, and while returning therefrom, at 
the cost and charge of the United States as civilian employees employed with the 
said forces; be furnished meals and quarters, ee on: the cost thereof is borne 
by such personnel or by the Aricrican Natioual Red Cross, except that in inste uces 
where civilian employees are furnished quarters without cost, employees of the 
American National Red Cross may also be furnished quarters on the same basis 
without cost; and be furnished office space, warehousing, wharfage, and means 
of communication, without charge, when such facilities are available: Provided, 
That no passport fee shall be charged or collected for any passport issued to such 

samadt ie serving or proceeding abroad to enter upon such service: Provided 

urther, That such Red Cross equipment and supplies as may, in accordance with 
the rules and regulations prescribed as poovidel| or in the first section hereof, be 
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determined to be necessary in the furnishing of the assistance herein provided, 

including Red Cross supplies that may be tendered as a gift and accepted for use 

by the Armed Forces, shall be transported at the cost and charge of the United 
tates. 


Src. 3. The fifth paragraph of section 127a of the Act of June 3, 1916, as added 
by section 51 of the Act of June 4, 1920 (ch. 227, 41 Stat. 785), is amended to read 
as follows: 

“Each Secretary of a military department may grant permission, by revocable 
license, to the American National Red Cross to erect and maintain on any United 
States military installation under the jurisdiction of the Secretary ecncerned 
buildings suitable for the storage of supplies, or to occupy for that purpose build- 
ings erected by the United States, under such regulations as the Secretary con- 
cerned may prescribe, such supplies to be available for the aid of the civilian 
population in case of serious national disaster.” 

Sec. 4. The Act of January 5, 1905 (ch. 23, 33 Stat. 599), as amended, is 
further amended as follows: 

(a) The first clause of section 3 is amended by deleting the word “armies’’ and 
inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘““Armed Forces’. 

(b) The fourth clause of section 3 is amended (1) by deleting the words “Army 
and Navy” wherever they appear therein and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
“Armed Forces’, and (2) by deleting the words ‘and naval”. 

(c) Section 6 is amended (1) by deleting immediately following the words 
“Secretary of’’ the word “War” and inserting in lieu thereof the word ‘‘Defense”’, 
and (2) by deleting the words ‘‘War Department’? wherever they appear therein 
and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘Department of Defense’. 

Sec. 5. The third paragraph under the heading ‘‘waR DEPARTMENT’ of the 
Act of May 29, 1920 (ch. 214, 41 Stat. 659), is amended by deleting the words 
“War Department” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “Department of 

e 


Sec. 6. The Act of April 24, 1912 (ch. 90, 37 Stat. 90), as amended, is hereby 
repealed. 

The CuarrmMan. Maj. Margaret M. Thornton represents the De- 
partment of the Army, I think, on this particular piece of legislation. 

Major, we will be glad to have any statement you care to make. 

Major THorntron. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, | am Major Thorn- 
ton from Department of the Army, G—1, and I represent the Depart- 
ment of Defense. 

I should like to make a statement in support of this legislation. 
This proposed legislation would authorize the President to accept the 
services of the American Natione! Red Cross to the Armed Services 
under the act of January 5, 1905, in time of peace or war, and would 
modernize and make permanent that portion of the Emergency Powers 
Continuation Act which pertains to the American National Red Cross 
and the act of April 24, 1912 (ch. 90, 37 Stat. 90), as amended. 

In this connection, this particular piece of legislation, unless passed, 
will become inactive on July 1 of this year. 

The bill would authorize the armed services to provide transporta- 
tion of personnel, supplies, and equipment, and would also authorize 
the Armed Forces to provide quarters, office space, use of means of 
communications, warehousing, and wharfage for those employees of 
the American National Red Cross serving with the armed services in 
times of peace or war. 

The American National Red Cross, pursuant to its charter by the 
Congress of the United States, provides numerous welfare, communica- 
tion, and recreational services to the Armed Forces of the United 
States which are not provided by the Armed Forces themselves. 

These services are concerned directly with individual members of 
the Armed Forces, and include direct communication with civilian 
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members of service families, emergency loans, and the investigation 
of health and economic factors pertaining to dependents. 

The many highly desirable services contributing to the morale and 
comfort of patients in military hospitals include counseling, recre- 
ational activities, an arts and skills service, and other supplementary 
services. 

The American National Red Cross is also the authorized agency for 
communication with prisoners of war held by unfriendly governments. 
In all instances, when the need arises, the services o the American 
National Red Cross contribute greatly to the piece of mind and 
general welfare of the individuals concerned. 

As of November 15, 1952, there were 2,287 American National 
Red Cross workers serving with the Armed Forces. A total of 665 
of these 2,287 was serving in overseas commands, including Korea. 
It is believed that this present low ratio of American National Red 
Cross employees to service personnel can be maintained without 
jeopardizing the numerous valuable services which this organization 
renders to the Armed Forces. 

It is proposed that transportation, office, and storage space will be 
provided on a space-available basis. It is also contemplated that, 
when quarters and messing facilities are provided for civilian employees 
of the Government on a reimbursable basis, similar arrangements 
will be made for employees of the American National Red Cross. 

This legislation would repeal the act of April 24, 1912 (ch. 90, 37 
Stat. 90), as amended. 

The CHarrmMan. Thank you very much, Major Thornton, for a 
very clear statement. We all know and appreciate highly the valuable 
service the Red Cross renders. This makes it permanent. You 
won’t have to be coming back here. 

Major THornTon. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Repeatedly and constantly, as the fight we have 
had on daylight savings and some other measures. I think it is a 
very, very meritorious ill 

Mr. Vinson. I move—— 

Mr. Coxe. Just a minute. I want to put forward this thought. I 
know it is not intended that this bill would be construed at any time 
that these Red Cross individuals assigned to the Armed Forces would 
be considered as employees of the United States Government. But 
in order to make certain, since this is permanent law, in the long 
centuries ahead, I think we should put some expression in the bill to 
that effect. 

Major THornton. That they are not employees of the Government? 

Mr. Cote. Yes. 

Major THornton. That, I think, would in no way change the 
meaning of the bill. 

The Cuarrman. But it would make it crystal clear and perhaps 
save the Government from assuming liability in certain cases. I 
think perhaps it is a good safeguard. 

Mr. Vinson. At least, Mr. Chairman, you can put it in the report, 
even if you don’t amend the law. 

Mr. Cote. The trouble is when you start looking at the law 50 
years hence, the report is forgotten but the law remains. . 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Mr. Chairman. 

The Caatrman. Mr. Van Zandt. 
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Mr. Van Zanprt. Major, is it not true already that we incorporated 
in those laws that do grant benefits the fact that one who serves with 
the Red Cross and other organizations, similar organizations, are not 
entitled to benefits? 

Major THornton. I think that is true. In any case, the counsel 
of the American National Red Cross, Mr. Starr, is here, and I am 
yam — be glad to answer more accurately these questions than 

could. 

The CuarrMan. Could you answer that question, Mr. Starr? 

Mr. Srarr. I would be happy to, Mr. Chairman. They are not 
regarded as civilian employees of the United States and the language 
used in this bill is exactly the language which is in the present bill 
and under that bill they are not so regarded. 

Mr. Cot. I know they are not so regarded, but is there any pro- 
vision of law that will live after this law is enacted that specifically says 
so? 

Mr. Srarr. I don’t know of any specific legislation. 

Mr. Cotz. You wouldn’t have any objection to having a provision? 

Mr. Starr. None whatsoever. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, is it not true over a period of years 
efforts have been made to cover Red Cross and other workers under 
existing benefits and the Congress has always said no to the request? 

Mr. Srarr. I[ think that is true. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. But there is no harm, as I see it, in making it 
crystal clear and have a safeguard clause in there. If you will work 
out the language, I think there will be no objection. 

Is there any objection to the bill? 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask just one question? 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. Does this bill provide for the furnishing by the armed 
services to the Red Cross of any facilities or other considerations which 
are not furnished under current legislation? 

Mr. Srarr. No, sir; nothing is added. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. 

The CuarrMan. It is simply made permanent rather than tem 
porary. 

Mr. Srarr. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. That is the main thing. 

Without objection, the bill is reported unanimously. 

Now, members 

Mr. Bennett. With the understanding of that amendment. 

The CuarrMan. With that amendment, yes, with the amendment, 
as suggested by Mr. Cole. : 

The Cuarrman. I think we have an invitation that has been ex- 
tended to members of this committee, in which all of us will be 
interested, whether or not we will be able to accept it. I hope I 
can accept, myself. 

Mr. Smart, would you mind reading it to the committee? 

Mr. Smart. This fetter to the chairman, from Admiral Houser, 
acting in behalf of the Secretary of Defense. He states: 

The Secretary of Defense has asked that I extend to you and, through, you to 
the members of your committee a most cordial invitation to witness an amphibious 
assault on the beach of Camp Pendleton, Va., Saturday morning, June 20,1953, 
involving approximately 1,300 United States Military and Naval Academy 
cadets and midshipment who, during the period June 6-20, will be training at the 
United States Naval Amphibious Base, Little Creek, Va. 
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This is the eighth year that this training exercise, termed CAMID, has been 
condueted jointly and, although it comprises a relatively small number of trainees, 
the variety of operations is comparable to a full-seale landing, including elements 
of the Army, Navy, and Air Force. 

This use of small forces permits completion of a larger number of military 
evolutions in a short period of time which makes CAMID not only an effective 
training exercise for the cadets and midshipmen but also an excellent demonstras 
tion of virtually all standard techniques of amphibious warfare. 

Observers will witness underwater demolition operations, an airborne infantry 
drop, Air Force strikes against the assault area, simulated naval gunfire support, 
ship-to-shore movement of small landing craft and amphibious vehicles, including 
organization of the assault area by the naval beach party, close air support, 
beaching of an LST with ponton causeway, air drop of heavy equipment and 
salvage operations. All of these phases will be narrated. 

Following the exercise, observers will partake of a field luncheon with Vice Adm. 
F. G. Fahrion, United States Navy, Commander, Amphibious Force, Atlantic 
Fleet, and other officers and distinguished guests. 

Air transportation will be available for Members of the Congress who desire 
to attend, with departure from the Naval Air Station, Anacostia, at about 7:30 
a. m. (eastern daylight time) Saturday morning. It is anticipated that aircraft 
will return to Washington Saturday afternoon no later than 4 p. m. 

Informal sport clothing will be appropriate. The assault area, near Virginia 
Beach, is sandy and comfortable walking shoes are recommended, although a 
great amount of walking is not involved. The observer stands face the east, and 
sunglasses and a cap will add to your comfort. A light jacket or trench céat would 
be desirable. Pictures may be taken freely. 

Those who plan to witness this exercise are requested to inform Col. Wade M. 
Fleischer of my office (code 131, extension 75381), prior to Thursday, June 11, 
in order that arrangements may be completed. Further details will be furnished 
later to members making the trip. 

This invitstion is also being extended to members of the Senate Armed Services 
Committee and the Senate and House Appropriations Committee. 


Sincerely yours, 
H. A. Houser, Rear Admiral, USN. 


Mr. Jounson. Mr, Chairman, about 5 vears ago I attended one of 
these with John Kenny and Bill Draper, the Assistant Secretaries of 
the Navy and Army, and in my opinion, it is a wonderful exhibition 
and a wonderful thing to see. 

Mr. Fisner. Well worth seeing. 

The CuatrmMan. We have to get our names in the pot quickly. 
Tomorrow is the deadline. You don’t have to notify the Pentagon. 
But if vou will notify Mr. Smart, he will accept the invitation, and 
notify those who are in charge the number that care to go. 

I care to go, myself. You can put me down. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I would like to urge all members of 
the committee to go down there, not only from the standpoint of the 
instruction that they will get from that activity, but some of the 
members up here have gotten a little weary and I call attention to 
the fact that this particular exercise will take place immediately 
adjacent to Virginia Beach, almost, and I would like to just stay 
bi for that extra day and sort of get refreshed for the arduous 

uties 

The CuatrMan. That is fine. We will be entertained by our 
colleague from Virginia. 

Mr. Harpy. Unfortunately, it is removed from my district, though 
it is very close to it. 

The Cnairnman. The committee will stand adjourned, subject to 
call of the Chair. 

(Whereupon, at 11:15 a. m., the committee was adjourned, subject 
to call of the Chair.) 


